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ABSTRACT 



In 1991, the Oklahoma State Regents adopted the Student 
Assessment Policy, which required each higher education institution to 
develop and implement a comprehensive assessment program with mandatory 
student placement. This is the eighth annual student remediation report. Data 
are for the 1998-99 academic year. Most data were collected from the State 
Regents' Unitized Data System. Institutions provided information about 
secondary assessment for placement in college- level courses. The State 
Regents implemented multiple initiatives to enhance student preparation for 
college. Improved high school preparation positively affected students' 
college remediation. Two-year colleges are the primary source of remediation 
in the State System. Remedial education in higher education serves a large 
percentage of students without draining state appropriated funding. Providing 
remedial education in higher education benefits underprepared high school 
students, place-bound adult returning students, and students for whom English 
is a second language. Data are provided on number of students enrolled in 
remedial courses; first- time freshmen enrolled in remedial courses; 
remediation and high school core curriculum; first-time freshmen enrolled in 
remedial courses by subject area; first-time freshmen scoring below 19 on ACT 
subject tests; first-time freshmen passing secondary tests; and first-time 
freshmen direct from high schools. (SM) 



Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made 
from the original document. 
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Oklahoma State Regents for Higher Education 

ANNUAL STUDENT REMEDIATION REPORT 

1998-99 

Executive Summary 



BACKGROUND: 

• In 1991, the State Regents adopted the Student Assessment Policy that required each 
institution to develop and implement a comprehensive assessment program with 
mandatory student placement in fall 1994. This is the eighth annual student 
remediation report. 

• Remedial education is not a recent phenomenon in higher education. As early as the 
17 th century, Harvard College provided remedial instruction for inadequately prepared 
students. In 1849, the University of Wisconsin established the first preparatory 
program for students with inadequate preparation. Remedial education was needed 
when World War II veterans came to college, and for first-generation college students 
who gained access to higher education due to the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Today’s 
technological environment requires lifelong learning and results in the continued need 
for remedial education. 

OKLAHOMA INITIATIVES 



• The State Regents approved Student Competencies for College Success, a document 
compiled by college faculty translating the required high school core curriculum into 
specific knowledge and skills. 

• The State Regents set a standardized score to determine academic subject preparation 
for college and made remediation mandatory for underprepared students. 

• The State Regents increased the high school core curricular requirements for college 
admission from 11 to 15 courses, effective fall 1997. 

• The State Regents and ACT implemented the Educational Planning and Assessment 
System (EPAS). EPAS provides students in grades eight and ten with information 
about the probability of the grades that they would earn in college based on their 
current high school performance. This early alert system notifies high school students 
of specific subject areas in need of further development while they are still in high 

school. 



• The State Regents implemented the 12 x 4 curriculum for elementary education, special 
education, and early childhood education majors. Students must complete 12 credit 
hours of coursework in each of four subjects — English, mathematics, science, and social 
sciences. The 12 x 4 subject matter block provides teachers stronger academic 
preparation and more in-depth subject knowledge. 
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1997 * 

. The State Regents implemented the Oklahoma Mathematics Preparation Initiative to 
focus on improving student achievement in mathematics. The Math 2001 committee, a 
group of Oklahoma shareholders in mathematics education, was convened to formulate 
recommendations to enhance student mathematics preparation. 



1999: 



The State Regents initiated Brain Gain 2010: Building Oklahoma Through Intellectual 
Power a comprehensive plan to increase the proportion of Oklahoma’s population with 
a college degree from 25 to 38 percent by 2010. Brain Gam 2010 strategies include 
enhancing student preparation for college and providing the support structure once in 
college to lead to graduation. 



• The State Regents replaced Student Competencies for College Success with Standards 
for Transition, a new feedback tool that allows school districts to see a clear picture ot 
core academic skills that students need to succeed in college. Additionally, individual 
students will be informed of specific areas which will enhance their preparation tor 

college. 



• The State Regents added a third option for college admission based solely on a student s 
GPA for the State Regents’ 15-unit high school core curriculum. This option rewards 
rigorous high school course-taking and strengthens the State Regents’ 15-umt high 
school curricular requirement. 



OKLAHOMA’S SCHOOLS IMPROVING: 



Education Week Ranking 

• 1998: Oklahoma -- 

□ Ranked #1 (A-) in Teacher Quality 

□ A- in Academic Standards and Assessment 

• 1999: Oklahoma ranked #3 (A-) in Improving Teacher Quality 

• 2000: Oklahoma -- 

□ Ranked #3 (B) in Improving Teacher Quality 

□ Jumped from C- to an A- in Standards and Accountability, the most 
significant improvement of any state 

HIGHER EDUCATION’S ROLE IN REMEDIATION: 

• The current debate about remedial education incorrectly assumes that remediation is 
proportionately spread out among the State System institutions. In fact, over three- 
quarters of all remediation is conducted by community colleges. 

• The remedial demands of many students are limited to one course. 

□ Of the 2,439 students (unduplicated headcount) who enrolled in remedial courses at 
the comprehensive universities in 1998-99, 74 percent enrolled in only one course. 

□ Among the regional universities, 52 percent of the 6,251 students (unduplicated 
headcount) enrolled in remedial courses took only one course. 



□ Of the 23,175 students (unduplicated headcount) who enrolled in remedial courses 
at a two-year college, 54 percent took only one course. 






A comprehensive view of remedial education shows that a diverse student population 
enrolls in remedial courses, including students from high schools without advanced 
mathematics or science classes; students for whom English is a second language; and 
working adults who are seeking new job skills for the information-based economy. 



RESEARCH: 

• National and regional studies report approximately one-third of new freshmen in 
remediation. These reports do not include science remediation. 

• 40.6 percent of fall 1998 Oklahoma freshmen enrolled in remedial courses, including 
science remediation. 

. States with mandatory remediation like Oklahoma report higher student remediation 
rates. 

• Thus, Oklahoma remediation rates are consistent with remediation rates in national 
and regional studies. 

• Both the SREB and Oklahoma remediation studies show that Oklahoma students 
enrolling in State System institutions directly from an Oklahoma high school (40 
percent) are less likely to need remediation than adult students (54 percent). 

FINDINGS: 

Data are for the 1998-99 academic year unless otherwise noted. 

• 38,609 students enrolled in remedial courses. 

□ 8 percent (2,956 students) at the comprehensive universities 

□ 17 percent (6,509 students) at the regional universities 

□ 75 percent (29,144 students) at the two-year colleges 

• Of fall 1998 first-time freshmen, 40.6 percent enrolled in remedial courses. This 
percentage of first-time freshmen enrolled in remedial courses is about the same as the 
40.3 percent in 1996-97. 

• 55 percent of freshmen who did not meet the high school core curriculum enrolled in 
remedial courses, compared to 30.8 percent of freshmen who.completed the high school 
core curriculum. 

• Fall 1998 freshman remediation by subject: 

□ 34 percent mathematics 

□ 16 percent English 

□ 7 percent reading 

□ 4 percent science 



From fall 1994, the percentage of freshmen with an ACT score below 19 decreased as 
follows: 

□ English: 32.3 to 23.0 percent 

□ Math: 39.3 to 28.6 percent 

□ Science: 24.5 to 18.8 percent 

□ Reading: 26.6 to 19.0 percent 



• Adults require more remediation. During the 1998-99 academic year, a higher 
percentage of adult freshmen (54 percent) enrolled in remedial courses than freshmen 
direct from high school (41 percent). 



• Students pay more for remedial 

□ comprehensive universities: 

□ regional universities: 

□ community colleges: 

□ technical branches: 



courses: 

+ $24 per credit hour 
+ $20 per credit hour 
+ $13 per credit hour 
+ $18.50 per credit hour 



• In 1997-98, Oklahoma State System institutions generated $1.9 million from student 
paid remedial course fees to cover the direct costs of providing remedial courses. 



CONCLUSIONS: 

• The State Regents’ multiple initiatives to enhance student preparation for college 
continue to payoff. Improved high school preparation is positively impacting student 
remediation in college. The percentage of students with ACT subject scores lower than 
19 has declined since fall 1994. 

• Students who take the State Regents’ 15-unit high school core curriculum are less likely 
to enroll in remedial courses than students who do not. 

• Two-year colleges continue to be the primary source of remediation in the State System. 
This is consistent with the community college’s mission and the State Regents’ stated 
goal to focus remediation at the two-year college level and reduce remediation at the 
comprehensive and regional universities. 

• Jn Oklahoma, remedial education at two- and four-year colleges currently serves a large 
percentage of students without placing a financial drain on state appropriated funding 
of higher education. 

• Providing remedial education at two- and four-year institutions benefits underprepared 
high school students,, place-bound adult returning students, and students for whom 
English is a second language. 
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